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HERE has been, for ſome time paſt, an uncom- 
mon oppoſition manifeſted to our covenants and 
= _ covenanting work, by perſons of various denomi- 

nations as to their religious profeſſion. This oppoſition, 
ſo keenly managed, makes it neceſſary that fomethin 
| ſhould be ſaid in defence of the ſolemn covenants the 
lands are under to the moſt high God; and in defence of 
the duty of covenanting itſelf, - to ſhew that it is moral, 
and ſo an exerciſe warranted and called born in New Teſta- 
ment times. | 
2 Covenanting i is -woperly of the nature ob a vow, or o 
miſſory oath ; whereby we bind ourſelves to neceſſary duty, 
both as 0, our profeſſion and practice, Conf. chap. xxii. 
and it confiits in a perſon or people renouncing the hold- 
ing of the covenant of works, taking hold by faith of 
God's covenant of promiſe, and in the faith thereof de- 
voting themſelves to the Lord in a covenant of duty; en- 
gaging with the ſolemnity of an oath; in the ſtrength of 
promiſed grace, to cleave to the truths and cauſe of Chriſt, 
and tg walk in his ſtatutes, to keep his judgments and do 
them. The nature of this duty is opened up and explain- 
ed in a courſe of Sermons from Iſa. xix. 18. 21. by the Rev. 
Mr. Alexander Moncrieff, late Miniſter of the Goſpel at 
Abernethy, long ſince publiſhed to the world; which the 
reader, if he pleaſes, may conſult, - 
There has lately come forth a bemphiet, intitled, Au 
Eſſay on National Govenanfing ; wherein the Author vents 
very ſtrange notions about this duty? What is propoſed, 
is only to make a few qbſervations on this performance, 
through divine aſſiſtance; that ſo ſomething 2 be 0 
to . Nn people from you deceived, #4 


/ 4 2 


A 


T's IJ 
Whoever the Author be, he ſeems to be pgſſeſſed of ne 
ſmall ſhare of ſel&-confidence. He ſays in his introduction, 
page 3. © It appears to me, that they” (viz. who have 
wrote upon covenanting, on both fides) © have not rightly 
* underſtood the true nature of national covenanting, nor 
« hit upon the proper ſource of argument for the eſtabliſh- 
% ment of their reſpective hypotheſes. Till we make our- 


% ſelves maſters of our ſubject, we cannot be ſuppoſed to 


« manage it in a proper manner, c.“ The native import 


of ſuch an introduction ſeems to be, That never one under- 


ſtood the true nature of national covenanting, or was maſter 
of this ſubject, whatever they wrote about it; till this gentle- 
man appeared; But, however high he ſtands in his own 
opinion, I believe, men of ſenſe, that have any tolerable ac- 
quaintance with the ſubject, will have other thoughts con- 
cerning him, upon the very firſt reading of his Eflay, 

Page 4. After noticing, that both ſides allow that na- 
tional covenanting was a duty under the law,— he pro- 
ceeds to obſerve, © That the Jewiſh covenanting con- 
5 fiſted in giving, by ſome public viſible ſigns, a declara- 
t tion of adherence to the covenant which God made 
«© with the Jews at Sinai.” This Author does not give us 


any particular account of his notion of the Sinai eovenant; 


but it may be gathered from his performance, that he has 
the ſame notion of it with a late writer, the Rey. Mr. Smith 
at Newburn, in his Compendious Account of the Form and 
Order of the Church of God, in the ſeveral great Periods thereof, 
Printed at Edinburgh, 1765. In which pamphlet, by the 


bye, we have a very great novelty, After he has ſpued 


out 'all the venom he can, againft national coyenanting in 
New Teſtament times, he comes, page 86. to give us an 
example of himſelf and his flock entering into a formal 
covenant, If he and his congregation might enter into 
ſuch an agreement, as he ſays they did; why may not eve- 
Ty congregation, after hor pens og God by calling on 


His name, profeſs an agreement in the ſame manner, as to 


the principles of faith they agree in,—and enter into an en- 
zagement to the practice of duty? If congregations may, 


why may not a nation profeſſing the Chriſtian faith? ſee- 


ing it is evident from ſeriprare; as has been ſhewn by ſuch 
divines as have wrote againft Independency, that national 
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churches were to obitam under the New Teftament. And 
as, without doubt, an oath is warranted in the New Teſta - 
ment in matters of nioment, why may we not ſeal this our 
profeſſion with our oath ? and then we have all that we 
plead for. „ 5 "SI 
The Eſſayiſt's notions, I fay, of the Sinai covenant, ſeem 
to be the ſame with the author's of the Compendious Ac- 
1 * 1 - 
gount, &c. which he declares, p. 21. 22. 23. 24, of his 
book. He confiders the tranſaction at Sinai, which he 
ſays, is ſometim es called the law, ſometimes the covenant, 
Vas only temporary, typical, and. earthly : he affirms the 
bleſſing and the: curſe in it was entirely earthly ; and that it 
did not bear any direct and immediate reference unto the 
views of another life, or heavenly ſtate, p. 22, And upon 
this view of the Sinai covenant, he goes on to overthrow 
all national coyenanting in New Teſtament times. 
It is not my preſent undertaking, to deal particularly 
with that author. But, as a miſtaken notion of the Sinai 


tranſaction, which ſome of the chief oppoſers of our co- 


venants take for granted to be the true view of it, is ſo 
much improven againſt national covenanting in New T eſta- 
ment times; and by them laid as the foundation on which 
they build: it may not be improper to take ſome ſhort viev 

of it, as it is laid down to us in the ſcriptures. 
The above account of the Sinai tranſaction, not a 
little to reflect Upon its Author. Is it becoming de great 


. % > 


God, in fuch a ſolemn manner, to tranſact wich ple, 
— merely about temporal and earthly things? 


That the 
form of the ſervice and worſhip of God inſtituted at Sinai 
was temporary, and in a manner earthly, compared with 
the more ſpiritual worſhip of the New Teſtament, to con- 
tinue to the end of the world,---1s acknowledged. That 
the ceremonial law had a ſhadow of good things to come, is. 
likewiſe granted. And that there were promiſes of tems. 

poral bleffings in that covenaar, peculiarly ſuited to that 
ſtate of minority, and conſequently ſervile ſtate, which the 
church was then in; yea further, that theſe were chic! Ys. 
and the promiſes of ſpiritual bleflings and ſalvation mare. 
ſparingly infiſted on, under the legal diſpenſation; as alſo_ 
that threatenings of temporal evils did particularly obtaa 


. 


under that diſpcnfarion,—is not denied. But that temporal 


» 


{ 


. ( 8} 
| bleſſings only were promiſed in the Sinai covenant or tranſ- 
Action, and temporal evils only threatened, —is an imagina- 
tion that has not the leaſt foundation to ſupport it in the 


facred writings, but is directly contrazy thereto, That the 


_ tranſaction then at Sinai, in bulk, was temporary, typical 


and earthly,—is what, I preſume, no man can prove; and 
In attempting to do ſo, there is ſomething taken in hand to 


be proven to have been done by God, which is altogether 
unworthy of him. According to the ſcripture account of 


the Sinai tranſaction, it may be conſidered as conſiſting in 
the following things, : > 
1ſt, The covenant of grace was delivered to Iſrael from 
mount Sinai, as appears from Exod. xx. 1. Cod ſpake all 
theſe words, ſaying, I am the Lord thy God, This was the 
ſum of the covenant God made with Abraham long before; 
and the promiſe is here promulgated to Iſrael, to be the 
Foundation of their faith, Was this only a promiſe of 
{ome temporal bleſſing ? J am fare, our Saviour explains it 
otherways, Matth. xxii. 32. And in this view of the Sinai 
tranſaftion, the moral law was there given as the law of 
Chriſt, or a rule of life to believers in the hand of a Me- 
Aiator; and the covenant relation between God and them 


propoſed, as the firongeſt obligation to obedience : as ts 


taught in our Catechiſms, from the word of God; and in 
Agreeableneſs to them, by the Rev. Mr. Ebenezer Erikine, 
in a ſermon intitled, 4 Treaſure of Go/pel-grace digged out 


of Mount Sinai As alſo the ceremonial law, reſpecting 


the external worſhip of God in the Old Teſtament church; 
and the judicial law, which more eſpecially reſpected their 


civil rights as they were a nation diſtinct from all others, 


which diſtinction behoved to be kept up till the Meſſiah 


ſhould come; — were alſo given forth to them, as a part of 


their rule under that diſpenſation. No doubt, in the re- 
velation of the covenant of grace made at Sinai, there was 
ſomething peculiar to Iſrael, and the infant ſtate of the 


church; as that tranſaction included the whole of the ce- 


--eemonial law, or all thoſe 0 inſtitutions and ordi - 
nances which belonged to the 


ofaic oeconomy. But theſe 


all had evidently a reſpect to JESUS CHRIST the great 


antitype 3 by them, and undoubtedly contained a 


more ob 
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cure and.impertect adminiſtration of the covenant 


a „ ; 
of grace. Theſe ceremonies have been called by ſome di- 
vines, The goſpel of the fathers. 7, 3 
2dly, The covenant of works was alſo for ſpecial ends 
repeated and delivered to the Iſraelites from mount Sinai, 
as appears from Gal. iv. 24. and many other places of 
ſcripture ; as alſo from the thunderings, lightenings, Cc. 
that attended this tranſaction, But the covenant of works 
was not here repeated to the Iſraelites, that they might ſeek. 
or expect life thereby; but to ſhew them the impoſſibility 
of dealing with God in the way of that covenant, and con- 
vince them of the neceſſity of a Mediator; — ſo to ſhut them 
up to the faith, or to an embracing of the covenant of 
grace then delivered to them. And in this view of the 
Sinai tranſaction, the ten commandments, or the moral 
law, was there delivered as the law of works, —requirin 
perfect obedience as the condition of life, and threatening. 
damnation for every tranſgreſſion. The reader may con- 
Jult Mr. Boſton's Note on the Marrow, p. 55. 56. 57. 58. 


of the 13th edition. 


3dly, There was alſo at Sinai Iſrael's covenant of duty, as 
appears from Exod. xxiv. 3. 7. The people anſwered with 
one voice, All that the Lord hath ſaid, will we do. And the 
Lord approves of their reſolution and engagement, Deut. 
v. 28. No doubt, many among them entered into this en- 
gagement in a legal way; through the natural biaſs in their 
hearts to the covenant of works, and their miſtaking the 
meaning of this trànſaction. But ſuch as had faith among 
them, on this occafion did renounce the holding of the 
sovenant of works, took hold of God's covenant of grace, 
—and in the ſtrength of the grace promiſed in that cove- 


nant, devoted themſelves to the Lord in a covenant of 


duty. As many commandments were given at Sinai to this 
people, that were to be binding only under the Old Teſta- 
ment diſpenſation, viz. theſe contained in the ceremonial, 


law; and many commandments that reſpected them only 


as a nation, viz. theſe contained in the judicial law, which 
are not binding on others, except in fo far as any of them 
may ſome way coincide with moral precepts ;. ſo their cove- 
nant of duty, without doubt, did include an engagement to 
the obedience of theſe. But their engagement to obedience 
Ih any thing God required, was in its nature a moral _ 


and they engaged to the obedience of t he moral law, which, 

is the perpetual rule of righteouſneſe as well as of chele 
other laws. |} 1 | ” Im 

| Binai, the covenant of works was the re repeated, (under 

which all mankind are, who have not been brought within 

the bond of the covenant of grace, ) avi | Iſrael there entered 


that any ſhould repreſent that tranſaction in bulk; as mere- 
ly temporary, typical and earthly. When the apoſtle op- 


Zion-covenant, it will be found that no other on poſition 
intended, —than of the Sinai covena nt as it * in it a 
Npetiton of the covenant of works, u nto the covenant of 
grace; or of the Sinai covenant as it contained an obſcure 
adminiſtration of the covenant of griace, unto that more 
clear and ſpiritual adminiſtration of thus ſame covenant un- 
der the New Teſtament. The change: of the adminiſtra- 
tion, that obſcure one under the law ceaſing, and giving 
way to the more clear one under the goſpel, is certainly 
What is pointed out, Jer. xxxi. 31.—.34. and Heb. viii. 
If any will plead that more is intended. in theſe ſcriptures; 
it will lead them into errors and abſundities that they are 


inai tranſaction be attended to, and it will be found our. 
5 | . 3.4 $ ta is Weg: n 
adverſaries have no foundation for then afferting, 


- * + 


venanting ceaſed to be a duty, with the ceaſing of __ Mo N 
faic oeconomy; which is the opinion of the above author 
of the Compendious Aceount, &c. But tis now time we re- 


turn to our Ohſervations on the Eſſay. 


1 5 


o 


+, vational covenanting among the Jews was; and fays, 
© Noral I think it can not have. been,” For this he gives 

ſeveral reaſons. The firſt is, Becauſe moral duty is ob- 
a fn ll age, and on. ll veriens; but: 8.qaing 
* plain, that no ſuch thing was done during the patriarcha 
40 age the ſpace of 2000 years,” It might be a ſufficient. 
anſwer to this, to obſerve, —Lhat this author's confident. 
aſſertion amounts to no proof at all, But there is one: 
1 inſt this aſſertion, 
: 


8.8 of ſcripture that makes much againſt this af 
eB. iv. 26, Then began men to call upon the name. * 


* 
- ** 


Now, ſince the covenant of grace was promulgated at 


into a covenant of duty to ſerve the L. rd; it ſeems ſtrange 


poſes the Sinai-covenant, to what tlie Eſſayiſt calls the 


perhaps little aware of. Let then the true nature of the, 


"Pages: He proceeds to confider, what kind of a duty. 


Vw 
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Lord. Marg. Tv call themſelves by the name of the Lord. 
When men came to be thus diſtinguiſhed from thoſe that 
were profane, by an open prefeſſion of the name of the 
Lord; it will be hard to prove they never made this pro- 
feſſion in a way of religious covenanting, or bound them- 
{elves by oath to adhere thereto, It is but very little we 
have on record about the patriarchal age : but this, among 
the few things that are handed down to us, makes the 
matter far from being ſo plain, that there was no fuch 
thing; yea, gives ground to conclude, that in this way 
the worthippers of the true God were diſtinguiſhed from 
the wicked and profane. „ „ 

He further argues againſt the morality of this duty: 
Nor during the law-ſcheme was this duty obligatory on 
* the Heathen; or on any people but the. Jews alone, — 
«© and theſe Gentiles who embraced the Jewiſh faith; or 
* took hold of the Sinai covenant,” This is ſtrange rea- 
loning. Above, in the ſime page, after obſerving that 
the Sinai covenant is dignified with the name of God's cos 
venant, —it is aſſerted, that the covenants which were after- 
wards made by the Jews were what God calls taking hold 
of his covenant ; and here, that this duty was obligatory 
en the Jews only, and theſe Gentiles that took hold of 
the Sinai covenant. 'The amount. of theſe two paſlages 
compared, is juſt this, —That the duty of taking hold 2 
the Sinai covenant, was obligatory on theſe Gentiles, an 
no other, who took hold of rhe Sinai covenant. I would 
aſk our author, Was it the duty of the Heathen to em- 
brace the Jewiſh faith? I preſume he cannot deny this; 
for, if it was not, the practice of ſuch as did fo; cannot 
be freed of preſumption. Now, if it was their duty to 
embrace the Jewith faith, and turn proſelites ; then, hav- 


ing done ſo, according to this author's own reaſoning, 


the duty of covenanting was obligatory on them; Mores 
over, Was not the moral law obligatory, on the Heathen ? 
This ſurely can never be denied; it will be hard then to 


prove, that it was not their duty to engage themſelves by 


covenant to yield obedience tb GG ES 
_ His laſt argument againſt the morality of the. duty is 
Our Saviour — never performed any ſuch 


this, ViZ, | 
„thing, which he behov'd certainly to have done, if it 


* 


* 4 g _ 


1 | SCSI 
e had been 2 moral duty, otherwiſe he has not fulfilled 
* all righteouſneſs : yea, although he exhorted to the 
« performance of every moral duty, vet he never men- 
* tioned this in the catalogue.” To affirm our Saviour 
never performed any ſuch thing as covenanting with God 
is a very ſtrange aſſertion. Did not Chriſt covenafit with 
the Father, in the council of peace that was between them 
both; when he ſaid, Lo, I come to do thy will, O my Cd? 
Did he not ſwear to the Lord, and vow to the mighty 
God of Jacob, Pſal. cxxxii. 2,? as well as the Father 
ſware to him, Pfal. Ixxxix. 4. Surely a greater than Da- 
vid 1s here. Did he not expreſs his adherence to this 
eternal engagement, when he came into the world, ac- 


cording to Heb. x. 5.6.7. ? But it will be ſaid, this is“ 


what we are not to imitate him in; as his engagement was 
to fulfil the law as a covenant of works, in the room of 
his people. We anſwer; Though fuch an engagement 
is not required of us; yet it cannot be faid, that our Sa- 
viour never covenanted with God. Our covenanting 1s 
our engaging, in the ſtrength of grace, to fulfil the law of 
Chriſt; to obey the law as a rule of life, in the hand of 
a Mediator. Now, no argument can be drawn againſt our 
covenanting, becauſe Chriſt never covenanted in this way; 
for Chriſt was not made under the law as the law of Chriſt, 
or a rule of life in the hand of a Mediator, —but as a co- 


yenant of works, that he might redeem them that were 


under the law. Before then this argument can ſtand its 
ground, that Chriſt-never covenanted with God,—it muſt 
Arft be proven, that he did not covenant and engage to the 
Father, to fulfil the law as a covenant of works: And if 
it be ſtill alledged, he never covenanted tb fulfil it as a 
rule of life, diveſted of its covenant-form ; it muſt next 
be proven, that our Saviour was under the law as a rule 
of life, diveſted of its form as a covenant of works : none 
of which can ever be. proven by the adverſaries of cove- 
nanting work. „ . 

Perhaps the Eſſayiſt will ſay, that we miſtake him in this; 
for it is not covenanting in general, but national covenant- 
ing, which he denies our Saviour ever to have practiſed. 


All that needs to be ſaid to this is, that our Saviour could 
not ſet before us an example of national covenanting, be- 
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eauſe the bulk of the nation rejected and deſpiſed him; 


but this will never prove, chat a nation may not nationally 
profcis an adherence to Chriſt and his cauſe by ſolemn 
covenant, where the Chiiſtian religion is received and em- 
braced by the nation. Beiides, it is to be remembered, 
that when our Saviour was tabernacling in this lower world, 
the Jewiſh- church and nation were ſpeedily to be over- 
thrown; and the New Teſtament church was not yet e- 
rected, It may be farther obſerved here, that though 
our Saviour was no doubt a perfect pattern, yet there were 
duties incompetent for him to perform in his own perſon, 
which are binding upon us. It is our duty, — to repent of 
our wickedneſs, — to turn from ſin, — to put off the old 
man with his deeds, — to maintain a conſtant war with in- 
dwelling ſin. According to this author, theſe are not mo- 
ral duties, for our Saviour never practiſed them, There 
is at leaſt one reaſon for our covenanting, which could 
not poſſibly take place with our Saviour; namely, qua 


readineſs to turn aſide from God: and covenanting, when +» 
rightly ſet about, is a mean, through the Lord's bleſſing, 


for eſtabliſhing us in the way of the Lord. 

| He ſays, Covenanting is not to be found in the cata- 
logue of moral duties which Chriſt exhorted to the per- 
formance of, It is range, if a ſurrendering ourſelves to 


che Lord, and engaging to duty in the moſt ſolemn man- 


ner, whether by perſons or nations, — be no way inculcated 
by our Saviour, There is one paſſage of our Saviour's ſer- 


mon on the Mount, that deſerves our author's and our 


conſideration as to this point; Matth, v. 33. Ie have heard 


that it hath been ſaid by them of old time, Thou ſbalt net 


Forſwear thyſelf, but ſhait perform unto the Lord thine oaths. 
Our Saviour, in this ſermon, explains and inforces. the 
moral law; opens up its ſpirituality, and vindicates it from 
the corrupt gloſſes of the ſcribes and Phariſees, He comes 
here to explain and inforce the third commandment ; as 
he had done before with reſpect to the ſixth and ſeventh, 
It is evident, he mentions here what was ſaid by them of 


old time,—in a way. of approving it; as well as he does in 
verſes 21. and 27. : though. he mentions it in order to 


Point out further the meaning of the commandment ; to 


thew that it was not reſtricted to à farbidding of pe. ry, 
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or falſe ſwearing, —but did alſo forbid all raſh fearing, 
and ſwearing by the creatures. What our Saviour men- 
tions as well faid by them of old time, evidently takes in 
vows where the Lord is the party, and wherein a ſolemn 
oath is interpoſed; yea, the laſt part ſeems chictly to have 
a reſpect to theſe, Thou ſhalt perform to the Lard thine oaths. 
Our Saviour then here adopts the doctrine taught in the 
Old Teſtament, as to religious oaths and vows,—and the 
performance of them; and teaches that ſuch oaths and 
vows, while they were only bonds to moral duty, were in 
their nature moral, —and ſo not only belonging to the le- 
gal diſpenſation : though the duty of vowing the obſerv- 
ance of ceremonial inftitutions no doubt ceaſed, when the 
ceremonial law was abrogated. If the Efayiſt ſhall al- 


ledge, that what follows in verſe 34. Swear not at all, 


is meant by our Saviour as a contradiction - to what was 
ſaid 'by them. of old time; then he turns Quaker, —and 
perhaps he may, rather than allow the morality of the 
duty of covenanting. It would have done our author's 
cauſe no harm, though he had wrote more ſoftly than he 
does; when he ſays, —that to fay covenanting is a moral 
duty, amounts to an alledging Chriſt was a ſinner, and 


that he was not a perfect pattern to us. 


Affer we have conſidered this author's arguments againſt 
the morality of the duty of national covenanting, it will 
not be improper next to ſee if he has overthrown the ar- 
guments which are brought forth for it by thoſe of a con- 


. 


5% 929 alledge they have a moral command for it, Vow ts 


5 FA trary opinion from him. His effay to do this begins p. 12. 
4 


"= Lord your God, and pay, (Pfal, IXxvi. 11.); but this i is 
* i a great miſtaxe:— This was a ceremonial com- 
1 


5 mand, and has only a reference to the law- church. A 
, Jewith vow conſiſted in devoting a part of their worldly 
«© Jabſtance to the Lord, in ſhaving their heads, and per- 


forming ſome ſuch bodily ſervices. This is plain from 
Numb. xxX. 1.— 16.“ In anſwer to this, it may be ob» 


ſerved tar the vows we read of Numb. xxx. were ſuch 
as were to be performed if made; but ſuch as they were 


not obliged, by al the law to come under Was appears by come 


Wi ch chis place of ſcripture, Deut. Xxili. 21. 22. 
"When ib N vow @ Vow to the Lord thy God, pow ſhalt 


„ 


not Back to pay it.— But if thon ſhalt forb:ar to vow, it au 
ze no fin in thee. But in Pſal. Ixxvi. 11. ſuch vows are ſpo- 


ken of as we are not only required to perform if made, but 
expreſſy requizh | to make and take on; and the command 


is directed to a that are round about the Lord our God; 


ſo that this muſt be viewed as a moral command, If the 
Effayiſt's gloſs upon this ſcripture were juſt, then we are 
not bound by this command, or any ſuch in the Bible, to 
come under vows to the Lord in New Teſtament times any 
manner of way, — ſuch as by Baptiſm, and partaking of 
the Lord's Supper ; for his argument will conclude as much 
againſt theſe being injoined, as covenanting. I ſhall cite 
Mr. Henry's words on the place: © Obſerve, the duty re- 
« quired of us all, all that are about him, that have any 
© dependance upon him, or any occaſion to approach to 
* him; and who is there that has not? We are therefore 
every one of us commanded to do our homage to the 
King of kings, Vow and pay, i. e. Take an oath of al- 
legiance to him, and make conſcience of keeping it. 
Vow to be his, and pay what you vow. Bind your- 
ſelves with a bond to him (for that's the nature of a 
vow,) and then live up to the obligations you have laid 
upon yourſelves.” Will this author affirm the command 
Deut. vi. 13., repeated Chap. x. 20., to fwear by the name 
of the Lord, which is commanded along with fearing and 
ſerving him, to be a ceremonial command: 


Page 13. He mentions the third commandment as what NS 


we argue from; and ſays, All that can be learned from 


« this command is, that we ought to uſe the name of 
God on any occaſion, but particularly i in our immediate 
© addreſſes to him, with duc reverence and godly fen 15 


may be here noticed, that he makes no mention of che firft 


commandment as what we argue from; though, that 1 


quires us to acknowledge God as our God, to avouch the 


Lord to be our God: nor of our arguing from the ſecond 


commandment, which requires the receiving of all God's 


ordinances; among which ſwearing by the name of God, 


and vowing unto him, are expreſly mentioned in ou,ỹ 
Larger Catechiſm, and proven from ſeripture to be ord- 
nances of divine inſtitution. The thir' commandment  - 
alſo affords us an unanſwerable argument for the morality, 
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vf the duty; for it requires the holy and freverent uſe o 


God's name in {wearing by it, as well as otherwiſe, There 
is no ground to think chis author, though perhaps he aſ- 
ſumes the character of a Ureſbyierian miniſter, pretending 
to appear for reformation too, pays any regard to our ex- 
cellent ſtandards, — Whatever he may have once a day. very 
folemnly profeſt. But I would direct thoſe who have any 
regard for theſe ſtandards, to read deliberately our Larger 


| Catechiſm on the three firit commandments, and compare 


the explication of them with the ſcriptures referred to; 
and then let them judge, if national covenanting be not in- 
joined in the moral law ;—if from the moral law itſelf, as 
given forth by God, we be not furniſhed with an argument 
for the — of the duty, that could never be invali- 
dated by all the anti-covenanters that have ever yet ap- 
ared, —much leſs by the jargon of this trifling writer. 
Downward, in the tame page, he ſays, They produce 
* alſo various promiſes in contirination of their point: 
% But it is quite plain, that ſome of theſe (ſuch as Jer. l. 
* 4. 5.) were fulfilled under the Old Teſtament, when 
& the church returned from Babylon.” That this promife 
had ſome begun accompliſhment in the, Jews return from 


Babylon, and the covenanting that took place after their 


return, is not denied: But it ſeems evident from the ſcope 
of the place, that it has ultimately a reſpect to New Teſta- 
ment times; and thus it has been viewed by orthodox 
divines. 

His view of Iſa. xix. 18. 21. is prodigiouſly abſurd; and 
may ſatisfy any thinking perion of the validity of the argu- 
ment for covenanting in New Teſtament times, drawn from 
this place of ſcripture, if ſuch a ſtrange ſhift muſt be taken 


40 get it invalidated. His words are, — “ And as to the 


% prophecy, Iſa. xix. 18. it was literally fulfilled alfo be- 
sc fore the commencement of Chriſtianity, Five cities in 
* the land of Egypt, one of which was called the city of 
*© the ſun, actually learned the language of Canaan, viz, 
* the Hebrew language; and {wore to the Lord of Hoſts, 
* or took hold of the Sinai covenant, and ſo engaged to 
„ adhere to all its ordinances and inſtitutions, Upon 
% which an altar was erected to the Lord in the midſt of 
* the land of Egypt, aud ſacrifices offered there as at Je- 

| „ « ruſalem.“ 


2 0583 
ei ruſalem.“ It feems evident the Eflayiſt had not been 
adverting to what he was doing, when he wrote this part 


of his Eliay, After the erection of the tabernacle, even 
before the ſettlement of the public worthip of God in Zion 
at Jeruſalem, no altar was allowed for ſacrifice but that 


which was before the tabernacle; as is plain from Joſh; 
xxii. 29. And after the ſettlement of the public ,worſhip - 
at Jeruſalem, it was nothing leſs than idolatry to ere&t an 


altar for ſacrifice any where elſe; except upon ſpecial di- 


rection from the Spirit of the Lord, as Elijah kad in an 
extraordinary caſe, - when the matter was to be brought 
to the tryal between him and the prieſts of Baal, who was 
God. This we ſee was a received principle among the 
Jews, John iv. 20.; Thatethere was to be no temple for 
worſhip, nor altar for ſacrifice, but at Jeruſalem. Hence 
it is plain, if there was ſuch a temple and altar in Egypt, 


as this author affirms from the authority of Joſephus, they 


were idolatrous. And ſhall we make an idolatrous wor- 
ſhip in Egypt, the accompliſhment of a promiſe ? What 
is the amount then of this part of this author's eſſay? Ir is 
an eſſay to make the great, the jealous God, a patron of 
idolatry ? : 

It may not be improper, as this ſcripture is ſo groſly per- 
verted by ſome, to offer a ſhort view of it, The words of 
the Spirit of God are, In that day ſhall five cities in the 
land of Egypt ſpeak the language of Canaan, and fwear to the 
Lord of hots :— And the Lord ſball be known to Egypt, and 
the Egyptians ſhall know the Lord in that day, and ſhall do ſa- 
criſice and oblation ; yea, they ſhall vow a vow unto the Lord, 
and perform it, Iſa. xix. 18. 21. We may obſerve, 1. The 
ſeaſon of the accompliſhment of the promiſe, is the New 
Teſtament day; it being called, that day, by way of emi- 
nency. It was uſual with the prophets, thus to point out 

; | New 


+ Whoever pleaſes to conſult Joſephus, Antiquities lib. xiii, chap. 6. 


will find that Joſephus a*Jew looked on Onias his building that temple in 
Egypt (which he pretended to juſtify from this prophecy of Ifaiah) as an 


_ Impious violation of the law: And admires the piety of Ptolemy and his 


Queen Cleopatra; who in their letter to Onias, wherein they grant him li- 
derty to build this temple, yet diſcharge themſelves of having any hand in 
this violation of the law, and caſt the whole blame on Onias. > _ 

Wars of the Jews, lib, vii. chap. 30o. The ſame author d:clares, that Onigs ' 
built this temple out of a ſpleen he bore to the Jeruſalem Jews that farced - 
kim away; e | | 


( is ) : 
New Teftament times, as Iſa. xii. 1. Zech. xii. 9. 10, xiit. 11 
This appears alſo from the context; for it is a day when 


Gentiles ſhall be brought into a church ſtate, when they 


ſhall know the Lord, worthip and ſerve him, when the 
middle wall of partition between Jews and Gentiles ſhall be 


broken down; as it is a day in which the Lord will ſays 


Pleſſed be Egypt my people, and Afſyria the work of my hands, 
as well as //racl mine inheritance, verſe 25; Though the 
Lord, by the prophet, ſpeaks, in the firſt part of the chap- 
ter, of judgments coming on Egypt; yet it is very uſual 
with the prophets, to make a tranſition from threatenings 
to promiſes, which were to be accompliſhed in New Teſta- 
ment days. 2. 'The objects of the promiſe are certainly 
Genuies; for they are Ave cities in the land of Egypt, the 
inhabitants of theſe cities; and verſe 21. Egypt in general 


is mentioned: the good work that is begun among a rem- 


D 


nant, may, by the bleſſing of the Lord, ſpread through a 
nation, It is well obſerved by ſome, that Egypt here, and 
Egypt and Aria downward in this chapter, are by a ſy- 
necdoche put for the Gentiles of different nations. 3. The 
thing promiſed is, they ball ſwear to the Lord of Hoſts ; not 
only by him, but to him in a religious oath or covenant : 
we {wear by him, 1n civil oaths; but in religious oaths, we 


ſwear to the Lord of Hoſts, as being the party as well as the 


witneſs. And that it is to be thus underſtood, appears from 
verſe 21. They ſhail vow a vow to the Lord, "Vis evident 
then that it is here matter of promiſe, - that Gentiles thall, 
in New Teſtament times, not only take up a profeſſion of 
Chrift, ſubmit to his ordinances, and take on his yoke; 
but that they ſhall bind themſelves to the profeſſion and 
obedience of Chriſt, by a ſolemn vow and religious oath 
Or covenant, | ; 

But though the Effayiſt makes that worſhip which he 
- ſays took place in Egypt before the commencement of 
Chriſtianity, (which we have ſhewn to be 1dolatrous,) to 
be the dcconipliſhment of this promiſe, in the body of his 


Effay ; yet, it ſeems, he was in ſome doubt if this would 


take: and therefore he tries another method to get free of 


this argument, in a note at the foot of the page. His 


words are, But if any ſtill ſuppoſe, that this prophecy is 
tt to be fulfilled in goſpel times, then it muſt be taken in 4 
1 | * mes 


» 4 


% ſupper,” &c. 


* * 


cc metaphorical, and” not in a literal tals as all Gellar 


*«. prophecies are. Conſequently, the altar, the pillar, the 
language of Canaan, mult alſo be metaphorical; and ſo 
: {wearing to the Lord muſt not be explained literally, 
i but ſo as to refer to ſome duty which anſwers the ſame 
end with formal ſwearing,—ſuch as baptiſm, the Lord's 
To this it is anſwered, Though the lan- 
guage of Canaan, the altar, and ſacrifice, are to be taken 
in a metaphorical ſenſe; it will not follow, that ſwearing 
to the Lord is not to be taken literally: more than it will 
follow, that becauſe, chap. lvi. 7., there is mention of 
burnt-offerings, ſacrifices and an altar, which are to be 
taken in a metaphorical ſenſe, therefore prayer is not to be 
taken in a literal ſenſe ; for it is evident from the context 
there, that that promiſe looks to New Teſtament days 
When any thing, in its own nature ceremonial, is ſpoken 
with reſpe& to New Teſtament times, it is, no doubt, to 
be underſtood in a metaphorical ſenſe: but when any thing; 
in its nature moral, is ſpoken of in a promiſe of the Old 
Teſtament, as to take place in New Teſtament times, —it is 
to be underſtood in a proper and literal ſenſe; The altar 
and ſacrifice were typical things, and we know what was 
typified by them: But pray, what was the antitype of 
{wearing to the Lord of hoſts, or that duty which comes 
into the place of it? Mr; Henry on the place ſays, They 
* thall ſwear to the Lord of hatt not only ſwear by him, 
« giving him the honour of appealing to him, as all nas 
tions did to the gods they worſhipped; but they ſhall 
by a ſolemn oath and vow, devote themſclves to his ho- 
% nour, and bind themſelves to his ſervice :— they ſhall 
5 ſwear: allegiarice to him as their king; to Chriſt; ts 
«© whom all judgment is committed;” Neither can ſwears 
ing to the Lord of hoſts here, be underſtood only of the _ 
ſolemn profeſſion that is made in receiving baptiſm and the 
Lord's ſupper: for, though no doubt an oath is implied in 
theſe, - yet the expreſſions here, of ſwearing to the Lord of 
hoſts, vowing a vow to the Lord, and elſewhere, of fjubſeribs 
ing with the hand to the Lord, muſt refer to a formal, ex* 
plicite {ſwearing by the great name of the Lord; or elle we 
may wreſt the ſcripture to any meaning we pleaſe. No 
words can be conceived —_ plain and — to the mo 
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& 1 am the Lord's, Every true Chriſtian ſays, in his heart, 
ES: 3 66 


| (18-3 
poſe, than thoſe of the prophet. Beſides, the Old Teſta- 
ment church had ſeals of the fame covenant of grace, for 
ſubſtance the-fame with thoſe under the New; yet to ti 
they were called, on certain occaſions, to ſuperadd this o- 
lemn act of expreſs ſwearing, Why then thould it be pled, 
that no more is intended by theſe expreflions, as they refer 
to New Teſtament days, than a partaking of the ſeals of 
the covenant ; ſeeing it is evident, that theſe expreſſions 
meant ſomething further in the days of the prophets ? 

In his note at the foot of the page, we have another 
ſtrange ſentiment of this author's. He ſays, © When any 
< prophecy is reſtricted to a certain city or nation only, it 


is only to be accompliſhed in that city or nation. We 
4 


80 


ment of this prophery in Egypt only, and not in any 
other nation.” The native tendency of this remark, is, 
Van eſſay to deprive himſelf and all others, of any benefit 
by or comfort from all ſuch promiſes in the ſcriptures, as 
firſt and more immediately reſpected perſons in another 
nation or age. If verſes 18. 21. be reſtricted to Egypt only, 
ſo muſt verſe 20., where there is a promiſe of a Saviour and a 


great One to deliver them; which is, without doubt, a pro- 


miſe of Chriſt, According to this author's view, Chriſt is 


a ſaviour and deliverer to the Egyptians only; and ſo he 
robs himſelf of any claim to this promiſe, For this is juſt 


as much reſtricted to that nation, as verſe 18. is; Egypt's 


name being marked in, or prefixed to, that prophecy, (to 
pſe his own words) as it is to the other. To conclude our 
_ obſervations on this author's view of this ſcripture ; his 


words here ſeem to make a pretty manifeſt contradiction to 
the. words of the Spirit of God by the apoſtle, Rom. xv. 4. 
Hhatfeever things were written aforetime, were written fer 
our learning. Ex Txt. | | 

Page 15. He proceeds to give his gloſs on another promiſc 
an the Old Teſtament, from which the friends of covenant- 


4ng-work argue. His words are, Again, Iſa. xliii. 1. 2. 3.“ 


{I tuppole, he meant Iſa. xliv. 3. 5.) has evidently a reſpect 


to the manner in which individuals under the goſpel thall 


lay hold on the covenant of grace. It does not fay, that 
«© a nation ſhall ſay, We are the Lord's; but One fball ſay, 


m 


- 


muſt, according to this rule, look for the accompliſi- 


UF 


a in his cloſet, and by his profeſſion, I am the Lord's; in 
* him have I righteouſneſs and ſtrength.” The ſeripture 


referred to runs thus: 7 will pour water upon him that is 
thirſty, and floods upon the dry ground; I will pour my Spirit 
upon thy ſeed, and my bleſſing upon thine off spring + and they 


ſoall ſpring up as among the graſi, as willows by the water-' 


courſes. One ſhall Jay, I am the Lord's; and another ſhall call 
himſelf by the name of Facob ; and another ſball ſubſcribe with 
his hand unto the Lord; and firname himſelf by the name of 
Ifracl, We may obſerve, ß, "5 _ 
1. The thing promiſed here, is juſt what we plead for; 


a ſaying, {am the Lord's, anda ſubſcribing with the hand to 


the Lord, What elſe is a people's taking hold of God's co- 
venant of promiſe, and deypting themſelves to the Lord iti 
a covenant of duty, and ſubſcribing the ſame ? No doubt. 
this is to be ſaid with the heart; but the Spirit of God 
teacheth, that we are to confeſs with the mouth, as well as 
believe with the heart, Rom. x, 10.: yea, both are pointed 
out as neceſſary ; for as the one is ſaid to be to riph- 
teouſneſs, ſo the other is to ſalvation, This promiſe evi- 
dently reſpects a confeſſion; for it is concerning what ſhall 
be /ard, what ſhall be /ub/cribed with the hand, And that 
this confeſſion is to be made with the ſolemnity of an oath, 
upon proper occaſions, appears from this expreſſion of ſul . 
ſcribing with the hand; as it is well known to be uſual to 
ſubſcribe our oath, after we have ſworn it: and it ſeems to 
be an alluſion to that of ſoldiers ſubſcribing the military 
oath, or ſubjects their oath of allegiance to their king. 
Moreover, that it is to be faid in a way of ſwearing, is 


ou by comparing this with other places of ſcripture; as | 
fa. xix. 18, and xlv. 24, It is to no purpoſe to tell us 
that it is only meant of individuals taken by themſelyes. 


Common ſenſe dictates, that what is the duty of a perſon, 


is alſo incumbent upon a ſociety in their ſocial capacity, — - +. * 
with reſpect to {ach duties as are competent to them in that 


capacity, If a perſon may devote himſelf to the Lord, in a 
covenant of duty; why may not a congregation, or a na- 
tion that profeſſes the Chriſtian religion? Eſpecially confi- 
dering that it is promiſed,” that many nations ſhall be jomed 
to the Lord in that day, and ſhall be his people, Zech. Ii. 11, 
Apd that at Antichriſt's fall, The kingdoms of this world 
5 C 2  thould 
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| ( = ) | 
ſhould become the kingdoms of our Lord, and of his Chriſt, Rev. 
xi. 15. Beſides, if this author acknowledges the unity of 


the church of Chriſt, he may conſider, that the one here 


not only reſpects particular perſons, but the one body : 
that the different members of it ſhall ſay ſo as with one 
mouth, The promiſe may be conceived in ſuch terms alſo, 
that every one may claim the promiſe, as made to him. _ 

2. That this promiſe reſpects New Teſtament times, ap- 
pears from its connexion with the promiſe of the Spirit, in 
the plentiful effuſion of his grace and influences, verſe 3.; 
which properly belongs to New 'Teſtament days, Joel ii. 28. 


Acts ii. 17. 18. John vii. 39. This /aying and ſu bſeribing 
15 promiſed, as the fruit of that plentiful down - pouring of 


the Spirit. 

3. It reſpects the Gentiles ; for the promiſe looks parti- 
cularly to the dry ground and parched wilderneſs, which 
agrees well to the barren Gentiles; and they are thus often, 
repreſented in the Old Teſtament, Thus it appears, that 
this ſcripture affords a ſtronger argument for national co- 
venanting in New Teſtament times, than the Eſſayiſt would 


have the world to believe. 


He mentions no more promiſes in the Old Teſtament 


that we argue from; but it is no difficulty to point out 


more to him, though the above are ſufficient to eſtabliſh 
the point. Among various others, there is one that may. 


be a little taken notice of here; Ifa. xlv. 23. I have fworn 


by myſelf, the word is gone out of my mouth ingrighteouſueſs, 
and ſhall not return that unto me every knee ſball bow, every 
zongue ſhall fear. Concerning which promiſe it may be ob- 
ſerved, 1. That it belongs to the Gentiles particularly, and 
to New Teſtament times, when the (Gentiles ſhould be 
brought into a church ſtate, The call, verſe 22., is directed 
to all tbe ends of the earth, therefore the promiſe muſt re- 
ſpe& all the ends of the earth, —wherein Jchovah ſolemnly 
engages by oath, that the call ſhall not be in vain. It ap- 


pears alſo from the words of the promile, every:;tongue ſhall 


ſwear, 2. The thing promiſed is what we plead for, viz. 
ſwearing allegiance to Lion's King in à ſolemn oath and. 
covenant 3 nor only-ſhall they fwear by kim, but 10 him. 
But the Effayitt will be ready to ſay, that when the 
apoſtle cites this ſcripture, Rom, xiv. 11. Phil. ii, 10. Hoe 
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jects, before the day of judgment. 


(. ) 


he makes no mention of ſwearing ; but turns it into con- 


felſing. But there is no weight in this exception; ; when 


we conſider, that religious ſwearing being one main piece 
of religious worſhip, the prophet puts it for the whole of 
that worſhip to be performed to Chriſt ; as Zech. viii. 21. 
prayer is put for the whole of religious worſhip. Now, 
what is the proper meaning of the various outward acts 
of religious e what is it is done by them, par- 
ticularly by this of religious ſwearing, but a making con- 
feſſion of Chriſt ? There is nothing then follows, from 
the prophet's mentioning one act of worſhip for the whale, 
and the apoſtle's mentioning what is the proper meaning 
and deſign of this and other acts of worthip, — that can 
weaken the argument. From the two places compared, 
the native conſequence is, - that we are to confeſs that Jeſus 
Chriſt is Lord, by {wearing allegiance to him on pro 
occaſions, —— He may farther alledge, the apoſtle applics 
this to the day of judgment, Rom. xiv. II.; therefore it 
cannot prove covenanting to be a moral duty. It is an- 
ſwered, This is a promiſe concerning Chriſt's, dominion, — 
and therefore fitly applied to the day of judgment, when 
will take place the higheſt and moſt illuſtrious exercile | 
that dominion ;_ but it cannot follow, that it xeſpects not 
his dominion, and the acknowledgment thereof by his lub 
The context makes it 
evident, it is not to be reſtricted to this; as appears from 
the call, verſe 22., and the matter of the oath, verſe 24. 
It will be further ſaid, that ſwearing is to be underſtood as 
a metaphorical expreſſion, as well as bowing the knee is. 
I anſwer, — According to the ſame way of reaſoning, be- 
cauſe, Phil. ii, 10., Bowing the knee is only a metaphorical 
expreſſion ; 3 therefore conſefſing that Jeſus Chraft is Lord. 
verſe 11. , is a metaphorical expreſſion WH Sweazing being 
a proper act of religious worſhip, and no way of a cee 
monial nature, it muſt be underſtood properly. eee 
perhaps ſome will ſay, that, according to this view of the 
words, none are true believers but ſuch as are formally c- 
venanters. We anſwer, this will by no means follow. 
What follows is, that every true believer will confeſs Chriit 
as he has opportunity: that as the worſhippers of Chriſt 
ſhall ſurrender themiclves to him, and be — s im 
cart ; 
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heart; fo, as the Lord gives opportunity, and clears up 
their way, he will bring forward formally and jointly to 
ſwear allegiance to him, and give themſelves to him in a 
covenant of duty, When our adverſaries explain this, and 
other ſuch ſcriptures, of ſwearing by the true God in civil 


matters; they will not allow that it follows from their view, 


that every true Chriſtian {hall thus ſwear ; as many ſuch 
have never occaſion to {wear about any ſuch matter all their 
days. But this will as much follow from their explication, 
as the other from ours | | 

Page 15. He goes on to conſider our argument from 
example. The firſt example he mentions, as what we ar- 
gue from, is the example of our anceſtors in the two laſt 
centuries : as if we not only made that an argument for 
the morality of the duty; but looked on their example as 
the leading one. That we are for going out by the foot- 


| Reps of the flock, according to Cant. i, 8,, is what we are 


not aſhamed to dee. : yet we never propoſed the 


example of any man, or of any ſet of men fince the canon 


of the ſcripture was compleated, abſtractly from the ſcrip- 
ture, and its agreeableneſs thereto, as an argument for this 
or any other duty. This is one of the vile calumnies that 
will be wiped off, when the mouth of them that ſpeak lies 
mall be ſtopped. 5 8 ah | 

“The only example (he ſays) they produce from the 
“% New Teſtament, is found in 1 Cor. viii. 5,” (he ſurely 
means 2 Cor, viii. 5.) © where it is recorded, that the Ma- 
* cedonians firft gave themſelves to the Lord. Is there 
© no other way by which men give themſelves to the Lord 


* but this? Do not men give themſelves to the Lord at 


** baptiſm, and when they receive the Lord's ſupper.” The 
Eſſayiſt lays down our argument from this place of ſcrip- 
ture, ſo as to conceal where a great part of its weight lies, 
The apoſtle's words, 2 Cor. viii. 5, are, And this they did, 
not as we hoped ; but firſt gave their own ſelves to the Lord, 
and unto us by the will of God,” This place cannot be under- 
ſtood merely of a profeſſed ſubjection to Chriſt in ſub- 
mitting to his ordinances, and particularly partaking of 
the ſeals of the covenant; for this could be no more than 
the apoſtles expected from a church, yea, without this the 
Macedonians could not have had the name of and = 
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But the apoſtle ſpeaks of ſomething they did, which was 
more than he and others were expecting. Nor can it be 
meant only (as ſome would have) ot devoting a part of their 
ſubſtance to the uſe of the poor ſaints; for this is otherways 


expreſly ſpoken of in the context: and here, the manner in 


which they proceeded is ſet forth; firſt in order dedicating 
themſelves to the Lord, and then their ſubſtance, Here 
ſurely is covenanting, as to the matter of it, in a church 
of the New Teſtament. But ſome will ſay, it is not here 
as to the manner of it, by ſwearing to the Lord in a formal 
covenant. We anſwer, that this is plain from other places 
of ſcripture, And it is ſtrange that ſuch as allow the war- 
rantableneſs of an oath under the New Teſtament, in a mat- 
ter of weight and controverſy, and that it is a folemn act 
of religious worſhip; ſhould deny it to be warrantable in a 


matter of ſuch weight as God's eternal truth, and where 


the controverſy is between God and Baal. | 
He mentions no more places of the New Teftament that 

we argue from; whereby he would ſeem to inſinuate, that 

there are no more places in the New Teſtament that we af - 


firm give countenance to our principles on this head. But 


this is far from being the cate. The reader may caſt his 
eyes upon Matth. v. 33. touched at before; Rom. xi. f. 


Rev. xi. 15. Beſides, we that are friends to covenanting 
work in New Teſtament times, are of opinion, that Socini- 


ans and Anabaptiſts greatly err, —- when they deny the Old 
Teſtament to continue to be a rule to the New Teſtament 


church; and we reckon that arguments brought from 


thence for any article of faith or matter of duty, are of the 


1ame authority with thoſe brought from the New Teſta- 


ment. Though we acknowledge the Moſaic oeconomy is 
come to an end; yet we maintain, upon ſolid grounds, that 
the Old Teſtament, as to doctrine, continues a rule of faith 


and manners: which is proven by the learned Turretme | 


in his ſyſtem. | 5 1 
The Eſſayiſt argues, p. 16. The apoſtles taught nothing 
but what they received from their Maſter, but nothing 


ke this was given them by Chriſt; and hence they ne- 


ver injoin'd any ſuch thing upon the churches, nor did 


any ſuch thing themſelves.” But that this duty is laid 
down in the New Teſtament, appears from what hath been 


ſaid 
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and might be ſhewn from theſe places that 


require Chriſtians to ſtand faſt in the faith, to quit them 
like men; and be ſtrong, to confeſs Chriſt befors men, to 


Rag ab 2 


contend for the faith, to ſtand faſt in one ſpirit, 
one mind ftriving together for the faith of * goſpel. 
Chriſtians are commanded, not only to reſolve inwardly, 
each by himſelf, but to declare outwardly their ſincere re- 
fohatiory to own the cauſe of God, and to be mutually aſ- 
iſting to one another in ſo doing; and that in oppoſition 
ro all errors and immoralities. And to deny that an oath 
may be interpoſed in ſuch an important weighty matter, 
for laying ties on themſelves, and tg give mutual ſecurity 
for one anothers firmneſs in the common cauſe, —ſavours 
much of the deluſion of the Quakers. There being no 
expreſs precept for it in ſo many words in the New Teſta- 
ment; will never conclude againſt a moral duty; while the 
whole Bible is our rule. If this were the caſe, then, by 
by the ſame argument, other doctrines of our holy reli- 
gion, which the oppoſers of covenanting work profeſs an 
adherence to, would fall to the ground. 

Pages 15. 16. He ſays, © They affirm, moreover, that 
* national covenanting under the law was a type, there- 
fore it mutt be a chriſtian duty alſo,” For my part, 1 
never, to my remembrance, heard or read any ſuch aſſer- 


tion from a friend to covenanting work. The Eſſayiſt 


witk 


would have the world to believe them very ſtupid who be- 


Friend our covenants; which they would — be, if 


chey looked on covenanting as a type of ſomething to take 
place in the New Teſtament church, and yet maintained 
that the type was to be continued after the antitype was 
come. They affirm it to be a moral duty, and therefore 
a duty incumbent on the church under every diſpenſa- 
Lon, 

Our only remaining argument, according to this author, 
p. 17. is the example of the Jewiſh rulers., The ſtrange 


principles he erideavours to eſtabliſh with reſpe& to cove- 


Hanting among the Jews, fall properly under conſideration 
ohen we come to examine whether covenanting be a 
der, only in a political light. 


We have now gone through his arguments againſt the 


morality. of the, duty of pational covenanting; and conſi- 


dered 
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dered whether he has overthrown the arguments we ufc 
for it. The Eſſayiſt may be further informed, that w& 
argue fos covenanting from the principles of natural reli- 
gion *, as well as from revelation. Does not the light of 
nature teach men, that as God is to be worſhipped and 
ſerved; fo they ought to come under ſolemn obligations td 
ſerve him? That a perſon or people may ſolemnly bind 
themſelves to keep that which is committed to their truſt, 
and can there be a greater truſt than religion ? That any 
ſociety may jointly fwear in a lawful oath to promote the. 
good of the ſociety; atid that each ſhall, to the utmoſt of 
his power, promote the common cauſe ; - ard why may 
not the church and church-members do the ſame ? : 
But as a further enlarging on the different arguments 
for the morality of the duty, would ſwell this performance 
beyond the preſent deſign ; this part of it thall be ſhut up 
with a citation from a late pamphlet (which perhaps the 
author of the eſſay is net unacquainted with) intitled, An 
hiſterical Account of the Seceders, p. 7. 8. Nothing ſs 
«© much diſtinguiſhed our anceſtors, as their public cove- _ 
* nanting with God; Divinely affared, that, in the days 
© of Mofes; Joſhua, Aſa, Joaſh, Joſtah, and Nehemiah, 
« the Hebrews had, with his approbation, thus dedicated 
e themfelves and ſeed to the Lord: Convinced, that pub- 
© lic covenanting is no where, in the facred page, repte- 
“ ſented as a ceretffonial fervice ; and fo muſt be equally” 
© lawful under the new diſpenſation; as under the old: 
„ Convinced, that it was expreſly promiſed to take place 
„under the goſpel ; and, with-apoſtolic approbation, = ; 
© bably was practifed in the Macedonian church: Con- 
| $i 0 | | 5 vinced, 


CCC „ „ IOITgS 1-3 
1 EMyiſt may conſider, for making him aſhamed, a very ſtriking. 
paſſage of Epictetus -a famous Heathen philoſopher in the days of Nero; 
which,. in a literal tranſlation, is as follows, vis, . - . „„ 
To Gad ye ſhould give a ſolemn oath, ſuch as the ſoldiers give to Cæſar, 
„ They indeed, induged by their wages, do ſwear, that the ſafety of Cæſor 
* ſhall be dearer to them than all things: But, ye who are endued by God, 
«« with ſo many and fo great benefits, will no? ye ſwear? Or, when ye — | 
e ſworn, will ye not perform? And what ſhould ye ſwear? That ye will al- 

„ ways obey his voice, that ye will never complain of him, that ye will Ae. 


s ver find fault with his diſpenſations; that 52 will always, without reluc- 


* tanee, do and ſuffer whatever may be nece 
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* vinced, that if ſubjects, on proper occaſions, may en. 
0 ter into a ſolemn affociation and bond, to promote the 
* ſervice, honour, and ſafety of their ſovercign ; the 


« profeſſed ſubjects of Jeſus Chriſt, may, in a ſocial man- 


© ner, devote themſelves to promote his intereſt and ho- 
* nour: if a number of purchaſers at once may take out a 
c chanter for their property, wherein they conſtitute them- 
„ ſelves and heirs, the vaſſals of a prince, duke, or lord; 
ce there can be nothing unreaſonable, if a number of men 
% take hold of the everlaſting covenant, and God in it, for 
rc their God, and the God of their ſeed ; and herein de · 
« vote themſelves and poſterity to be his honourable vaſſals 
« and ſervants: Convinced, that if one man may ſolemnly 
„% devote himſelf to his Maker; hundreds, nay thouſands, 

&© may do ſo together: Convinced, that if one, or more, 


may in baptiſm ſurrender his ſeed to the Lord, a whole 


«. nation may ſurrender their poſterity to him. When 


C Moſes, before his exit, aſſured the Hebrew nation, that 


<& their covenant obligation reached their poſterity, as well 
« as themſelves; when God avenged on Saul, and the He- 


„ brews, their breach of a covenant made with the Gibe- 


«. onites by their fatHers, and about 400 years before; 
« why ſhould any object againſt extending the obligation 
of laiyful covenants to poſterity ? Always ſuppoſing ſuch 
« yows good in their matter, plain in their form, ſeaſon- 


% able in their juncture, and taken in truth, judgment, 


and righteoufneſs; our anceſtors were convinced, the 
three firſt precepts of the moral law approved thereof, 
«© The firſt requires us to avouch the Lord to be our God; 
** why may not a number do this together? The ſecond: 
enjoins our receiving, obſerving, and keeping pure and 
entire, the ordinances of God's worſhip; why may we 
* not vow to be faithful to this truſt, and to cleave to the 
* Lord? Eſpecially when the third requires us to ſwear. 
by his name, 0 vow to the mighty God of Jacob.“ 


We ſhall not weary the reader with obſervations on the 
other parts of the eſſay. Having in vain eſſayed to prove 


national covenanting to be no moral duty ; the Eſſayiſt 


comes to obſerve, page 6., . *© Ceremonial it cannot be.” 


The Eſſayiſt then, and the writer hereof, are agreed for. 


once. The ceremonics of the Old Teſtament diſpenſation, 


were 
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e 

were no doubt types and ſhadows of good things to come; 
but, for my part, I never could find out the fubſtance of 
ſuch a ſhadow, nor the antitype of fuch a type. And to 
be fure a thadow without a ſubſtance, a type without an 
antitype, is a mere imagination in a man's own brains. 

The author having denied this duty a place among ei- 
ther moral or ceremonial duties, we muſt now confider 
where he places it; as he cannot get it denied to have been 
x duty, under che Old Feftament difpenſation. Accord- 
ingly, page 6., he ſays, It remains then that it was poli- 
* tical, binding only upon the kings and governors of the 
* Jewiſh nation: No fuck command is indeed given in 
the judicial law, which regulated the policy of that 
* nation; but every civil ruler is allowed by God to pur - 
„fue ſuch prudential meaſures as are neceſſary for the 
„ ſupport of his government, and the eſtabliſhment of 
* the laws, according to the exigency of circumſtances, 
% provided theſe meaſures are not inconſiſtent with the 
« word of God. In this view, the renewing of the Sinai 
“ covenant was a duty in a political light.” Whatever be 
this author's opinion about ſwearing by the name of the 
Lord, it is taught in our Corffefion of Faith, (chap. xxii.) 


from the ſcripture, to be a part of religious worſhip ; and 


by all orthodox divines that have wrote about it. And 
ſurely ſwearing in a religious oath and covenant, muſt, in 
a very ſpecial manner, be a ſolemn act of religious worthip. 
Now, it ſeems ſtrange, that it ſhould have been even the 
duty of the Ifraclites to renew their covenant with God, 
by the performing of ſuch a ſolemn act of religious wor- 
ſhip, without any command from God,—either in the mo- 
ral, ceremonial, or judicial law. It ſeems likewiſe a new 
prineiple, to cut off any acts of worſhip under the Old 
Teſtament diſpenſation from a place among the duties 
required either in- the moral or ceremonial law, and give 
them a place among political duties. This is to find out 
a middle ſtate for duties of worſhip, as the Papiſts have 
done for ſouls, It is a received principle among the ortho- 
dox, that thougly the means of worſhip depend upon God's 
poſitive precept, or be what is called moral-poſitive; yet 
the obſervance of theſe means of worſhip that God ap- 
points, is what we are bound to by the law of nature, or 
gs, "I * 
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is naturally moral; for it is naturally moral that God is to 
be worſhipped, and worſhipped by ſuch means as he him: 
ſelf has appointed. Nature itſelf teaches this. In this view, 
while the ceremonial law was in force, the Jews were 
bound by the moral law to obſerve the ordinances of wor- 
ſhip therein appointed; and now under the New Teſta- 
ment, we are bound by the moral law to the obſervance. 
af all the ordinances of New Teſtament worſhip. What 
then can be the meaning of acts of worthip merely po- 
litica !?? „% 5 ; 

The Effayiſt allows covenanting tq be warrantable under 
the New Teſtament, as well as under the Old, in a political 
light? page 11., 80 then though a king now has no con- 
: nexion with the church as a king, yet if the progreſs of 
* morality, arts and ſciences, &c. depend very much upon 
* the knowledge of the chriſtian religion; may he not, 
« even in a political view, ſee it proper to ſtand up and- 
read the words of the covenant in the book of the laws 
of Jeſus, and urge the people to adhere to it?“ This 
author's doctrine of covenanting being a political duty, 
ſavours rank of the Eraſtian hereſy. If a king as a king 
may, by virtue of the civil authority with which he is in- 
veſted, urge his people to enter into covenant with the 


Lord for reaſons of ſtate; then as ſuch he may urge them 


to the renewal of that covenant, when they have broken it: 
And canſequently as ſuch, and without the church, he 
may judge of religious matters, and take order for the 
reformation of religion and the ſettlement thereof. If this 
is not to aſſert the king's ſupremacy in cauſes of religion, 


ES AN $5 Mat 7 . . . 2 0 . | 
I know not what it is. This principle will never tally with 


the words of Chriſt, My kingdom is not of this world. It 
has been proven by ſuch divines as haye wrote againſt the 
Eraitians,,— that though the Chriſtian magiſtrate has a 
power circa ſacra (about holy things), yet he has no power 
n facris (in holy things); that it belongs ta the church in 
her judicatures to judge of religious matters, and the ma- 
giſtrate is to ſtrengthen the churches hands by giving the 


_ civil ſanction (ſo far as proper) to their determinations. 
This notion of covenanting being a political duty, ſavours 


alſo of the deiſtical opinions preyailing at this day; while 
it makes a ſolemn religious duty, merely a ſcheme for pro; 
{ f 11 1 nh, r 45: . 9 K: : n * 5 
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moting political intereſts — arts and ſciences. And thus the 
profeſſion of 1cligion- is ſubordinated to political intereſts. 
—arts and ſciences, inſtcad of their being ſubordinate 
to It. ; 2 | 

In order to eftabliſh his wild notion, he ſays, page 7. 
„I think it quite plain, that God never commanded Hall | 
“ to return to their duty by ſwearing ; but this form was 
& uſed by their governors on prudential conſiderations.” 
Page 19. Swearing to adhere to the Sinai covenant was 
„never commanded by God.“ In anſwer to this, it may 
be qbſerved, — that ſwearing by the name of God is ex- 
preſly commanded, along with fearing and ſerving the 
Lord; after the Sinai tranſaction, Deut. vi. 13. Thou alt 
tear the Lord thy God, and ferve him, and ſbalt fwear by his 
name. Chap. x. 20. Thou ſhalt fear the Lord thy God; him 
ſbalt thou ſerve, and to him ſhalt thou cleave, and ſwear by 
his name. For my part, I ſee no way how it is poſſible for 
any man to proye, that this command is only meant of 
ſwearing by him in civil matters; and that it does not in- 
clude ſwearing religiouſly on proper occaſions, © It ſeems 
evident that Iſrael, every time they renewed their covenant 
with the Lord, were yielding obedience to this expreſs com- 
mandment. The reader may conſult Deut. xxix through- 
aut; particularly verſes 1, 10. 11, 12. Theſe are the words 
of the covenant which the Lord commanded Moſes to make; 
with the children of Iſrael, in the land of Moab, bifides the 
covenant which he made with them in Horeb. Te fland this 
day all of you before the Lord your Cod; your captains of 
your tribes, your elders, and your coficers, with all the men 
of Iſrael, Your little ones, your wives, and thy ſtranger that 
is in thy camp, from the heuer of thy wood, unto the drawer 
of thy water That thou ſboulaſt enter into covenant with the 
Lord thy God, and into his oath, which the Lord thy God mak- 
eth with thee this day: and ſee if God never commanded 
Iſrael to renew this covenant by ſwearing. | 

Moreover, it cannot be denied, that what Azariah the 
prophet commanded and encouraged Aſa to do, in conſe- 
quence of the Spirit of God coming upon him, was what 
God was commanding and encouraging him to, 2 Chron; 
xv. 1.2.7. And the Spirit of God came upon Azatiah the fon: 
of 2ded, And be went. out to meet Aſa, and ſaid unto him, 
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( 30 ) a 
Hear ye me, Aſa, and all Judah and Benjamin. Verſe 7. 
Re ye Arong therefare, and let not your hands be weak : for 
yeur work Mall be rewarded, Verſe 8, And when Aja heard 
theſe words, and the prophecy of. Oded the prophet, he took 
courage. Verſe 12. And they entered into a covenant to 
ſeek the Lord Cd of their fathers, with all their heart, and 
with all their foul. And that it was by ſwearing, appears 
from verſe 14. And they fware unto the Lird with a loud 
uaice. Here then Judah renews their covenant by ſwear- 
ing; being commanded and encouraged to do fo by a pro- 
phet, under the mfpiration of the Spirit of God. It is to be 
wiſhed this Eflayiſt, before he publiſhed fuch ftuff to the 
world, —had paid ſome proper regard to the words of Chrift, - 
Search the ſcriptures. —But if Hrael was not commanded 
by God to return to their duty by ſwearing, they were cer- 


tainly chargeable with will-worihip when they returned to 


it in this manner; and had no ſuitable anfwer to that 
queſtion, Who hath required ' theſe things at your hand! 
It is true, we have not a particular conimand as to every 
inſtance in which an oath may be neceſſary, binding us to 
ſwear ; yet it is as true, that there is no inftance wherein 


an oath is lawful and neceſſary, but falls under the generał 


command af the moral law. But here is a ſwearing of a 
ſolemn religious oath, which the Eſſayiſt allows warrant- 
able by the Jews; and yet denies it to be commanded, ei- 
ther in the moral, ceremonial, or judiciat law : and which, 
page 19., he ſays, we have no warrant for under the 
gaipel ;, and yet we are left at liberty to do it, Strange 


doctrine ! That we may perform a ſolemn act of worthip. 


which we have no warrant for. 

But farther to eftabliſh his notion of it as a political 
duty, he affirms, page 8., None preſumed to bring the 
people under an oath, but the civil governors of the 
% nations; none of the prieſts or Levites ever undertook 


* ſuch a taſk, nor did they ever get any command to do 


© fo.—Jchoiada indeed made a covenant between God and 
the people; but this he did in the character of a civib 
* governor, juſt before he dropt the reins of govern- 
* ment, and put them in the hands of Joaſn. Page 18. 
he repeats the ſame thing for ſubſtance, ** The priefts and 


„ Levies never intermeddled with their adminiſtration” 


and 
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and infers, It is then quite unprecedented for our mini- 

* ſters to adminiſter oaths to the people; which they have 

no warrant for, either in the law or the goſpel. When 

they are empowered by the king, no doubt they may do 

* jt in the character of ſubjects, but not as miniſters of 
the goſpel,” It is a queſtion what may be the Eflayift's 

meaning in theſe paſſages ;—but the words will bear, — chat 

it is unwarrantable for miniſters of the goſpel to admini- 

ſter any oath to people, but as the king or civil governor 
gives them authority; and that the prieſts and Levites of 
old adminiſtered no oath to the people. But, as the laſt 

is not fact, neither will the firſt hold. Tis alledged, the 
author of this Eſſay is one who pretends to be a miniſter 

of the goſpel, not of the eſtabliſhed church either: if any 
ſtrife or ſcandal ſhall fall out in his congregation, to'come 
to ſome iſſue with which an oath may be neceffary, then 
he has no warrant to adminitter it; yea, the courſe of dif- 
cipline muſt ſtop in every church, except the king autho- 
riſe goſpel miniſters to take oaths, — and then they do it; 
not as minifters of the goſpel, but as ſubjects of the civil 
ruler over them. This is giving much to the king indeed; 
and giving up with the power of the church, that Chriſt 
her alone King and Head has granted to her. 

But perhaps our Eſſayiſt will ſay, he is taken ſhore here; 
he meant not the taking of oaths in the management of 
cauſes that may come before church judicatories, but of 
the adminiſtration of public religious oaths. Let us fee 
then if it be true, that the prieſts and Levites never inter- 
meddled with the adminiſtration of ſuch oaths, Ezra was 
undoubtedly a prieſt, and he did bring the people under 
an oath. But it will be ſaid, he did this as a civil ruler, 
We anſwer, it will be hard to prove this: Was it not as a 
prieſt that he prayed, and confeſſed Iſrael's breaches of co- 
venant, Ezra ix. ? As Solomon, in his prayer at che de- 
dication of the temple, is to be conſidered as acting as a 
prophet. And ſeeing Ezra acted as a prieſt, chap. ix., it 
cannot well be proven, that he aſſumed another character 
in what he did, chap. x. 5., in making Iſrael to fwear, 
But this is not the only teftimony againſt this author. The 
reader may caſt his eyes upon Neh. ix.; where we find, 


verſe 5. Then the Levites, TR and Kadmiel, Bani, Ha- 
foabmad, 


i 32 ) 
Habniab, Sherebiah, Hodijab. Sbebaniab, and Pethabiah; Jaid, 
Stand up and bleſs the Lord your God for ever and ever; antl k 
bleſſed be thy glurious name; which is exalted above all bl. ing n 

and praiſe. Verſe 6. Thou. even thou; art Lord alone, &c. , 
They go ori acknowledging the great things God had dont IN 2. 
a 

1 

Ir 

* 


for them, and confeſſing their many breaches of covenant; 
till they come to this concluſion, verſe 38;; And becauſe of 
all this, we make a ſure covenant, and write it ; and our 
princes, Levites, and priefts ſeal unto it. Here Levites art 
expreſly mentioned by name; as employed in the work of i ;; 
this ſolemn day. Theſe mentioned either prayed ſueceſſive- W ; 
ly, ſays Henry; or, as ſome think, there were eight ſe- r 
veral congregations, at ſome diſtance from each other; Ne 
and each had a Levite to preſide in it: 1 he Levites were iſh , 
here employed in the making of this covenant, or the ad- if , 
miniſtration of this oath ; for that the covenant was made t 
in the way of fwearing, is clear from the ſealing of it, —and 
from what is ſaid, chap. x. 28. 29. There is no word here 
of Nehemiah, the Tirſhatha or governor, adminiſtering 
this oath; but that he was the firſt that ſealed it. We de- 
fy this author to prove, that the kings of Judah did any 
other way bring their ſubjects under the oath of God, in 
the renewing of their' covenant with him, than by the 
prieſts or Levites adminiſtering the ſame; 2 Chron: xxviv: 
30.— 33. will never prove it; the king might be faid to 
read the book of the covenant in the ears of them preſenty 
though the prieſts and Levites read it, — being called and 
encouraged thereto by their king. And though he him- 
ſelf read it, and ſtood in his place and made a covenant 
before the Lord, c. there is no ground from any thing 
there recorded to conclude, that the king, and not the 
prieſts or Levites that were preſent, did adminifter the 
oath. | 5 * 
As to Jehoiada, 2 RKirigs xi. 17. 2 Chron. xxiii. 16., one 
may wonder how the Eſſayiſt could have the aſſurance to 
ſay, he made the covenant between God and the people 
in the character of a civil governor. How does he prove, 
that ever Jehoiada aſſumed the character of a miniſter of 
ſtate or civil governor ? He was a prieſt, and probably the 
high-prieſt, or at leaſt the ſuffragan to the high · prieſt; and 
by his marriage was allied to the royal family. He was 
One. 
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one kla no doubt had much influence among the e peaks 
he had a deep hand in the revolution that then took place; 


he crowned and anointed. Joaſh. But none of theſe things - 


wilt prove thar he had the reins of government in his hand, 

as civil, governor of the nation. It was competent to him 
as a Prieſt, to crown and anoint Joaſh ; and any ſubject 
might have had as deep a hand in the revolation; if He had 
had the ſame: opportunity, without having the reins of go- 
vernment in his hand as the people's civil ruler: . Athahah: 


the uſurper was {till upon the throne, till Joaſh was orowned : 


and anointed; and this was done before the covenant was 
made. 
covenant as a civil ruler, or when he was at all a civil ruler 


with the reins of government in his hand, is more than can 


well be comprehended.— Thus it ſeems a mariifeſt-untruth; 


to ſay that prieſts, and, Levites had nothing to do with the 


adminiſtration of religious oaths in the Jewiſh church. 
As to the ſeaſon of covenanting among the Jews, ke 
ſays, page 7., As to the time neceſſary for the admini- 
* {tration of this oath, we might reaſon @ priori, that i it 
« was a time of defection. from the Moſaic inftitations.” 
Page 18., repeating, the ſame thing for ſubſtance; he in- 
fers, We can only be called to renew our covenant, when 
ve forſake the Chriſtian ſcheme,” He feems here t 
inſinuate, that There is no need of covenanting among A 
at preſent; It; is a queſtion; what this author's views of 
the Chriſtian ſcheme are; but it is clear he is no friend to 
re formation work; -—elſe he could not but ſce an awful de- 


fection and apoſtacy from onde · attained - to reformation; 
and that-the work of God is in the greateſt hazard, front 


various errors and ſectaries. It is therefore high time for 


the friends of it, to join in a ſolemn aſſociation and en- 
gagement to cleave to the ſame: and while the covenants, 
theſe lands are under to the moſt high God; are ſo fun 

down, which are binding on che lateſt poſterity; to declare 


that they defire, for their part, to maintain the claim to 

Go as the coyehanted God of theſe lands. 

Page 8. The king never compoſed the form of an ein 

e different from the covenant. given at Sinai, but he read the 

66 © words of the covenant in the book of the law, 2 Ehron:. 
* XXXiv. * 33. . * 85 In theſe * they had ah 

; 8 ” 88 
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How then Jehoiada acted in the making of this 
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L 44 ) 
got the art of putting God's law in their own words, but 


be underſtood in God's words. — Accordingly, when the 
people were to declare their adherence to the law, they 
only adhered to the law as expreſſed in the words of 
divine infpiration. Whence it is plain, that ſince the 
goſpel is as plain as the law, we have no warrant to 
compoſe a particular ſyſtem of Chriſtianity in our own 
words, and oblige people to adhere to it.” Pray, how 
does this author prove, that the Jews ay renewed their 
covenant with God — in a way of fimply declaring that 
they adhered to the Sinai covenant ? whoever reads Joſh. 
Xxiv. 2 Chron. xv. Neh. ix. and various other places of 
ſcripture, may fee it plain, —that they renewed their coves 
nant in a way and manner ſuited to their then circum- 
ſtances. To be ſure all religious covenanting, when ſuit- 
ably ſet about, is nothing more than a ſolemn adhering to 
the word of God: but this is to be done in a way fuited 
to the circumſtances of the people that enter into ſuch 4 
covenant ; namely, by a confeſſion of breaches of covenant, 
in a land already under ſuch engagement, — and anſwer- 
able engagement to duties; as was the eaſe among the 
Jews of old. „ „„ 
But this is not all the Eſſayiſt is driving at here. At one 
blow he beats down (7. e. he eſſays to do ſo,) all confeſſi- 
ons of faith, or other teſts of orthodoxy, that have been 
found neceſſary in the church. We have no warrant," 
fays he, to compole a particular ſyſtem of Chriſtianity 
in our own words, and oblige people to adhere to Ie” 
It has been reckoned a proper way to guard againſt the 
breaking in of error, while every one will put his own gloſs 
upon the ſcriptures, — to draw up articles of faith as con- 


cc 


rained therein; to be adhered to by tlie members of ſuch 


a church. This is not to make confeſſions of faith, or 
other ſuch teſts of orthodoxy, the rule, or any part of the 
rule; but they are to be confidered as explications of the 
rule. This is warranted from ſuch texts of ſeripture as 
mjoin our holding faſt what we have, holding faſt the 
form of found words, Ge. It js well obſerved by the au- 
thor of the pamphlet formerly cited, intitled, An hiftorical 
Account of the" Stceders, &c. p. 68, © They, viz. the Se- 
RL f © ceders, 


they judged that God's law was moſt clear and eaſy to 


| (' 3$--) DN . 
“ ceders, believe, few deny confeflians: of faith, for ſub- 
«* ordinate ſtandards, but in order to vent ſome erroneous 
* dream,” —As this point has been handled by others, we 
ſhall only further obſerve, that if it be unwarrantable to draw 
up from the ſcriptures confeſſions of faith, or other ſuch 
ſubordinate ſtandards, and to deſire an adherence to them 
as a teſt of orthodoxy; there can be no ſuch thing as a 
keeping out from either miniſterial or Chriſtian communi- 
on, the groſſeſt heretic that acknowledges the Bible: nei- 
ther can there be a ſeparation from any church, however 
corrupt, that profeſſes to own the ſame. For they all at- 
firm the agreeableneſs of their principles to the Bible, and 
will be ready to declare that they adhere to it. And thus 
a door is opened to Latitudinarianiſm in its greateſt extent; 
a thing that ſeems to ſuit well with this generation, and 
with this author among others, _ 5 
Page 20. The Eſſayiſt advances, by the bye, another very 
ſtrange doctrine, He makes the Spirit's ſecret work of re- 


-generation upon the ſoul, or internal grace, the ground 


and foundation of vifible church-memberſhip. His words 
are,“ While they,” (viz, the apoſtles,) © preached the 
„ goſpel, the Spirit wrote God's law in the heart of the 
© hearers; and put it into their inward parts: thus they 
© entered. into the Zion covenant; as thus, God was to 
them a God, and they were to him a people. Upon 
this they were admitted into the church by baptiſm, 
« wherein they were engaged to be the Lord's.” The ab- 
ſurdity of this notion has been ſhown, by ſuch as have wrote 
againſt the Independants. As it lies out of the way of 
what we had in view -at undertaking the writing of theſe 
obſervations, we do not enter on this point; but only men- 
tion it, to ſhew, that the author of this Eſſay, whatever he 
may profeſs to the contrary, is no Preſbyterian ; and that 
he is an avowed enemy of the doctrine taught in our ſtand- 
ards from the ward of God, not with reſpect to covenant- 
ing only ; for it is there taught, that baptiſm is ta be ad- 
miniſtered to ſuch as profeſs their faith in Chriſt and obe- 
dience to him, and to the infants of ſuch as are members 
of the viſible church. But it is plain, that many make 
ſuch a profeſſion, as Simon Magus did, who have nat in- 
ternal grace, _ . 2 
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What he ſays about the modern Bond, cual not be in⸗ 
' fiſted upon; as' neither is this the point properly before us, 
Page 21., He fays, © As to the modern bond, experience 
* thews even the covenanters themſelves; chat i it has been 
* attended with no good conſequence, » He ſhould have 
confined this tothe experience of ſuch covenanters as the 
fuppoſed author of- this eſſay; who venture upon the mat - 
ter to ſay, Let us break God's bands aſunder, and caſt his 


cords from us. Further, he cries out, t naturally much 


4 to raiſe in its votaries a ſpirit of pride and ſelf- conceit. 
We anſwer, It- has this tendency no other way, than as 
the corruption of man's nature may abuſt it; as it does 


any duty or - ordinance God has appointed in his word. 


Becauſe man's corruption takes occaſion to work, from 
that which is good, is it therefore to be laid aſide? The 
notion which, according to this author, the modern bond 


7 to raiſe in the covenanters of themſelves and others, 
cc 


falpett, that ſtedfaſtneſs in the faith, and holding faſt 
our profeffion—is bigotry in his reckoning. 'The true 


notion of bigotry 1s, a fond and obſtinate adhering to a 


man's own opinions and humours. I confeſs I never have 
ihen an author give a greater diſplay of ſelf. conceit and 
bigotry, than the Eſſayiſt has done through this per form- 


ance. But this is not owing to the modern bond, which, 


it is ſaid, he has entered into; but to his dealing falſely 
therein, and God, in a way of righteous judgment, giv- 
ing Nm up to walk in his own counſels. 

Finally, as to the modern bond, he ſays, ** Whatever 
„ tends to cheriſh love, joy, «peace, long - ſuffering, &o. 


« we may be ſure is of Chriſt's inſtitution; whereas 


every thing that has -the oppoſite tendency, is only an 
engine of cunning leaders, for raiſing a character of 
peculiar ſanctity Among the people, or for promoting 
their. fecular intereſts. Covenanting, when rightly ſet 
about, has no other ,way an oppoſite tendency to love, 
peace,  &c., than Chriſt's coming into the world had an 


40 


s productive of bigotry.” It is a queſtion what the 
Effi ift means by bigotry, He gives great ground to 


* 


Oppoſite tendency to peace, Mat. x. 34. 35. Luke xii. 51. 2" 


And no other way has it a tendency to raiſe divifion, than 
ig 8 ag * to ſend firę on the car wth, and ſer men 


o - * 


at variance. 


61 1 


It has mt "ordinarily the alu in che e alk 
ferent periods of the church, —that after an eſſay at re- 
formation work, errors and diviſions have broke: forth: 
in which God has had a holy hand, to try profeſſors; and 
Satan a wicked hand, to ſee and bring a reproach upon 
the Lord's work. And the devil has never wanted in- 
ſtruments, in this caſe, to plead his cauſe; by charging 
theſe evils the Lord's work may be the occaſion of, but 
not the cauſe, upon the work itſelf. This author joins 
iſſue with theſe of old, who charged the apoſtles, on ac- 
count of their doctrine, as turning the world upſide down : 
with the Pagans ; who charged all the evils that took place, 
upon the Chriſtians and their religion: and with the Pa- 
pilts ; ; who have conſidered all the diviſions and animoſities 
among Proteſtants, as flowing from their ſeparating from 
them, and as evidences of its being ſinful, But this is 
another of this author's new principles; that the goodneſs 
or badneſs of a cauſe is to be judged of, from thoſe things 
that it may be the occaſion of, ; » 

Thus the great lines of this eſſay⸗ have bees a little 
animadverted upon; which is all we think e And 
ſo we ſhall come to a concluſion. 

Upon the whole then, it is n-atter of lamentation,—that 


there is ſuch a ſpeat of oppoſition to our ſolemn cove- 


nants, and to covenanting work, at this day: And that 


this prevails, not only among open enemies to reformation, 


but among ſome that profeſs to be friends to Chriſt's in- 
tereſts, The length that ſome have come in oppoſing co- 
venanting work at this juncture, ſome who n 
ed hearty in eſpouſing a teſtimony for a covenanted work 
of reformation, and ſame of whom joined in covenanting 
work themſelves,— is very awful; and a clear evidence 
they are off the footing they were on, before the breach 
that took place among Seceders, whatever they may pre- 
tend to the contrary. It is openly enough ſaid, this eſſay 
comes from one of them; and things are talked that, if 
true, look like ſure evidences of the truth of the report. 
It will be a further evidence to the world where they are' 
oing, if they take no ſtep to find out whether its author 
* 11 es or bd the reputed be the true author 
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and to declare their abhorrenck of ſuch . as bs 


Has vented in this performance, The Eſſayiſt and others 


may conſider the words of the Spirit of God by Solomon, 
Prov, Xx. 25. # is @ ſnare to the man who devoureth that 
which is holy : and after vows to make enquiry. May the 


Lord return and revive his work, by pouring the Spirit 


upon us from on high. May no weapon formed againſt 
Zion proſper; and every tongue that riſeth _—_ hep 1 in 


: Fragment, may ſhe condemn. 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


There is NNE RY to = publiſhed f in Fs 
ſhort Time, and to be ſold at David 
Paterſon s Printing-office, ms 


Two SERMONS, 


Preached at J edburgh, by Mr. +45 MES 


MoRk1s0N, Miniſter of the Goſpel at 
Norham in En gland. 


The firſt intitled, The Spirit of Truth a Guide into all + 


Truth: Preached after the Ordination of Mr. John 


| Robertſon to the Office of the holy Miniſtry in the 


Aſſociate Congregation there, Auguſt 28. 1765. 


Upon John xvi. 13. Howbeit, when he the Spirit 


of Truth is come, he will guide you into. all Truth. — 


The ſecond, A Caveat againſt Unſledfaſtneſs : Preach- 13 
ed immediately after the Celebration of the Lords 


Supper, Auguſt 10. 1766. Upon 2 Pet. iii. 17. 
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